Brain mapping is said to have opened up the possibility of a new collaboration between the sciences of mind and the sciences of the brain, potentially leading to a new kind of scientist, sometimes called ''cognitive neuroscientist.'' This article traces the recent history of brain mapping and analyzes the processes that have led to a new ''close working relationship'' between the sciences of mind and brain. A key part of the working relationship is shown to be constituted through the development of the Talairach system, a digital space in which to measure structure and function. The development of meaningful brain mapping data involves the creation of measurement spaces that allow interdisciplinary collaboration and is not the result solely of theoretical developments or of the application of a technology. 
When researchers involved in functional imaging comment on the development of recent techniques for brain mapping, two main themes arise again and again. First, functional imaging is characterized as an approach that will allow us to finally bridge the sciences of mind and those of the brain (Raichle, 1994b; Kandel, 1991) . This new stream of research will contribute to a positive response to Sherrington's call to establish the ''crucial working relationship between the behavioural and brain sciences' ' (Raichle, 1994b) . A second theme is the key role of technology to this correlation of mind and brain-seeing the brain has become possible through the development of brain imaging technology. Scanners open a window on the brain, so that brain imaging can ''fulfil the popular fantasy of being able to 'read the mind' in the form of 'seeing the brain' '' (Andreassen, 1988 ).
Yet, another element has also been crucial to the use of functional imaging for brain mapping. When trying to make an inventory of brain mapping work, members of the functional imaging community do not use a theoretical concept that has been adopted as providing the answer to correlation of mind and brain, nor do they rely on the use of a particular technology. Rather, membership to the community and contributions to the field are traced according to researchers' use of particular conven-
